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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4-8, 19, and 26-32 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 8, 19, and 26-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Tsumagari et al (US PgPub 2004/0126095), hereinafter referred to as 
Tsumagari. 

Regarding claim 1, Tsumagari discloses an optical disk apparatus and optical 
disk processing method and optical disk. Further, Tsumagari discloses an optical disk 
apparatus that acquires and reproduces ENAV contents in addition to reproducing 
ENAV contents included in a disk in addition to the existing DVD contents, which reads 
on the claimed, "a method for reproducing a set of at least one of external 
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data and a set of internal data of a recording medium," as disclosed at paragraph 
[0043]; the method comprising: 

switching and selecting the video image output of the DVD video reproducing 
portion (R) and/or the video image output of the ENAV reproducing portion (E) in 
accordance with an output method selected by a user from a user operating portion 
(53), which reads on the claimed, "processing AV data and enhanced data included in 
at least one of the external data and the internal data; setting whether the processed 
enhanced data is to be reproduced or not based on a command from at least one of a 
program of the external data, a program of the internal data, and a user," as disclosed 
at paragraph [0096]; 

the video image output control portion (59) carries out the outputting of a video 
image in a full video mode, a full ENAV mode, or a mixed frame mode, which reads on 
the claimed, " reproducing at least one of the AV data and the enhanced data based on 
the command," as disclosed at paragraphs [0092]-[0097]. 

Regarding claim 4, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 2). Further, Tsumagari discloses the ENAV contents are described using a 
markup or script language such as Javascript, which reads on the claimed, "wherein the 
enhanced data is a Java program," as disclosed at paragraph [0036]. 

Regarding claim 5, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 2). Further, Tsumagari discloses ENAV reproducing portion (E) for 
reproducing ENAV contents, which reads on the claimed, "wherein the Java program is 
executed by a Java module," as disclosed at paragraph [0055]. 
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Regarding claim 6, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 4). Further, Tsumagari discloses ENAV interface which outputs a "video 
and/or voice output control signal" included in reproduction control information of the 
ENAV contents, which includes a command for switching the contents for reproduction 
of the DVD video or ENAV contents, which reads on the claimed, "wherein the Java 
program controls a reproduction of the data," as disclosed at paragraphs [0083]-[0085] 
and [0092]. 

Regarding claim 8, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1). Further, Tsumagari discloses for reproduction control information 
included in ENAV contents, there are user specific commands or variables associated 
with reproduction of the DVD video disk and/or ENAV contents, as well as outputting a 
"DVD event signal" based on an event such as a menu call during DVD reproduction, 
which reads on the claimed, " wherein the java module generates a control command 
for reproducing at least one of the processed AV data and the enhanced data," as 
disclosed at paragraphs [0053] and [0084]. 

Regarding claim 19, the examiner maintains the claim is the corresponding 
apparatus to the method of claim 1 , and is therefore rejected in view of the explanation 
set forth in claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 26, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 19). Further, Tsumagari discloses the ENAV contents are selectively 
reproduced in addition to the existing DVD contents, as well as user event control 
portion (54) which generates a user event which corresponds to a user operation of the 
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DVD video reproducing apparatus, which reads on the claimed, "a selection unit 
configured to select at least one of the external and internal data," as disclosed at 
paragraphs [0043] and [0055]. 

Regarding claim 27, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 19). Further, Tsumagari discloses user event control portion (54) and ENAV 
interface portion (55) which together produce a window size change event to change 
the display position and size, which reads on the claimed, "a pre-processing unit 
configured to adjust a displaying size of the processed AV and enhanced data," as 
disclosed at paragraphs [0072] and [0085]. 

Regarding claim 28, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 19). Further, Tsumagari discloses ENAV interface portion (55) is configured 
to serve as an interface between DVD reproducing portion (R) and ENAV reproducing 
portion (E), and then controlling a signal output state based upon exchanged control 
signals, which reads on the claimed, "a Java module configured to control a 
reproduction of at least one of the AV data and the enhanced data," as disclosed at 
paragraphs [0076] - [0077] (wherein this acts as a Java module due to the explanation 
set forth in claims 4 and 5 above). 

Regarding claim 29, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 28). Further, Tsumagari discloses the ENAV interface portion (55) feeding a 
signal for controlling an output state according to a user event and/or the ENAV 
command from ENAV interpreting portion (56), which reads on the claimed, "wherein 
the Java module generates a control command to control the reproduction of the 
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processed AV data and enhanced data," as disclosed at paragraphs [0076] and [0093] 
- [0097]. 

Regarding claim 30, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 19). Further, Tsumagari discloses buffer portion (57) which stores ENAV 
contents captured from an internet communication portion (62), which reads on the 
claimed, "a storage configured to store the external data," as disclosed at paragraphs 
[0057] - [0058]. 

Regarding claim 31, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 19). Further, Tsumagari discloses a mixed frame mode in which video 
images from both the DVD video reproducing portion (R) and the ENAV reproducing 
portion (E) are composed with each other, which reads on the claimed, "wherein the 
enhanced data is additional data to be displayed with the AV data," as disclosed at 
paragraph [0092] and exhibited in figures 9A-D. 

Regarding claim 32, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1). Further, the limitations of the claim are rejected in view of the explanation 
set forth in claim 31 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsumagari et al (US PgPub 2004/0126095), hereinafter referred to as Tsumagari, in 
view of Chatterton (US Patent 7,1 16,894), hereinafter referred to as Chatterton, further 
in view of Mekenkamp et al (US PgPub 2004/0091249), hereinafter referred to as 
Mekenkamp. 

Regarding claim 7, Tsumagari discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1 ). However, Tsuamagari fails to disclose wherein the external data is a 
digital broadcast signal. The examiner maintains that it was well known in the art to 
include the missing limitations, as taught by Chatterton. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Chatterton discloses a system and method for 
digital multimedia stream conversion. Further, Chatterton discloses a digital media 
server which receives multimedia from broadcast communication channels (130) 
including digital/analog cable and satellite, which reads on the claimed, "wherein the 
external data is a digital broadcast signal," as disclosed at column 3, lines 63-67. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the optical disk apparatus and 
optical disk processing method and optical disk of Tsumagari to include a digital media 
server which receives multimedia from broadcast communication channels (130) 
including digital cable, as taught by Chatterton, for the purpose of providing multimedia 
content from a variety of external sources. 
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The combination of Tsumagari and Chatterton fails to disclose the internal data is 
a signal reproduced from a read-only blu-ray disc (BD-ROM). The examiner maintains 
it was well known in the art to include the missing limitations, as taught by Mekenkamp. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Mekenkamp discloses a continue recording 
channel feature for personal video recorder. Further, Mekenkamp discloses a PVR 
comprising hard drive (80) which may be an optical data storage device or drive such as 
a blue-laser-based optical disc system (commonly known as Blu-Ray), which reads on 
the claimed, "the internal data is a signal reproduced from a read-only blu-ray disc (BD- 
ROM)" as disclosed at paragraphs [0020]-[0021]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the combination of Tsumagari and Chatterton to 
include a PVR comprising hard drive (80) which may be an optical data storage device 
or drive such as a blue-laser-based optical disc system (commonly known as Blu-Ray), 
as taught by Mekenkamp, for the purpose of providing a user with main data that is of a 
higher visual quality than that of a standard DVD disc. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARC DAZENSKI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5577. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (571)272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marsha D. Banks-Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



/MARC DAZENSKI/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



